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1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 10/6/05 
has been entered. 

The examiner will address applicant's remarks at the end of this office action. 
Currently claims 1-5,7-20,22-28 are pending. 

2. The amendment filed 10/6/05 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) because it 
introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no amendment 
shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added material 
which is not supported by the original disclosure is as follows: See the 1 12,1^^ rejection 
for the specifics of what is considered to be new matter. 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1-5,7-20,22-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
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was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. The specification as originally filed 
did not disclose the limitation of "wherein the designated area includes no hardware at 
the parking area". This is considered new matter. The specification as originally filed 
discloses that in one embodiment the vehicle monitoring means is data that is entered 
into the terminal at the parking area, and this would require some hardware at the 
parking area, namely the terminal. Having "no hardware" at the designated area is new 
matter. Also, don*t you at least need a GPS unit in the vehicle, and if the vehicle is at 
the parking area this would constitute hardware at the parking area? Having a function 
performed with no hardware is not possible. The examiner also notes that applicant has 
amended claim 9 to recite that the monitoring means further comprises user data 
submitted by the user at the terminal, and clearly a terminal at the designated area is 
then required. Because the monitoring means includes the terminal that the user is to 
use to enter data, this requires a terminal at the designated area; otherwise how would 
one enter the data? The examiner also takes notice that applicant did not state for the 
examiner where support can be found in the specification as originally filed for the newly 
added claim language. Upon a review of the specification none can be found. 
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5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1-5,7-20,22-28, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Klein et al. (5726885). 

For claims 1-4,8,18, Klein discloses a vehicle renting system. Klein discloses a 
terminal (HA or the card reader of each car), register means and central computer (D) 
with computing means, vehicle monitoring means (col. 6, lines 1-12), designated area 
(HI), communication means (1), and information device (either part of HA or 1). With 
respect to the limitation of the vehicle monitoring means being "geo-fencing means", as 
this is best understood by the examiner this is a recitation to a GPS system, which is 
disclosed by Klein. The instant specification discloses the fact that "geo-fencing means" 
is a GPS system. The GPS system of Klein monitors the use of the vehicle and 
monitors the location of the vehicles so that they can be tracked and accounted for as 
claimed. The recited functions for both the "vehicle monitoring meansTgeo-fencing 
means" are present in the GPS system of Klein and satisfy what is claimed. 
Additionally, geo-fencing is utilization of a GPS system for vehicle tracking so reciting 
"geo-fencing" is still just a recitation to a GPS system for the monitoring of the vehicles. 
Claim 2 also reinforces this position taken by the examiner because claim 2 is reciting a 
GPS system (exactly what Klein discloses). Because GPS uses satellites located in 
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space and GPS units in the vehicles, there is no hardware at the designated area 
because they are in the vehicles. 

For claims 5,14, applicant is reciting a method limitation and this has been 
considered to the extent that the prior art must be capable of doing what is claimed. 
Klein is fully capable of operating as claimed. Intended use limitations in article claims 
will be given minimal patentable weight. 

For claims 7,20, the examiner feels that they read on a GPS device that is 
disclosed by Klein. A GPS device provides the ability to monitor the entry and exiting of 
vehicles from the designated area. A GPS unit is the device that is used to allow the 
function of the means plus function language to occur. "Geo-fencing" is and requires a 
GPS unit. 

For claims 9-13,19, applicant has recited data and nothing more. This is 
considered to be non-functional descriptive material and because Klein uses input data, 
Klein anticipates this claim. The kind of data being used is non-functional descriptive 
material. 

For claims 15,16,17, the card reader of Klein is vehicle mounted and reads 
information from an identification card as claimed. The kind of data being used is non- 
functional descriptive material. 

For newly added method claims 22-28, Kline discloses the providing of a 
designated area for a user to obtain a vehicle from. The providing "geo-fencing means" 
is satisfied by the GPS system that Klein uses to track and monitor the vehicles with. 
Geo-fencing is and requires a GPS unit. Kline discloses that users can request the use 
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of a vehicle at terminal HA, where the terminal accepts user input information, and can 
determine whether or not a vehicle is available for the user based on entered 
information (what vehicle is desired, how long, and is the vehicle presently being used 
or is it even available). The availability is communicated to the user as claimed. 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 10/6/05have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

With respect to the limitation of there being no hardware at the designated area, 
this limitation is considered to be new matter. The examiner notes that applicant's 
response to the 1 12,1^* rejection concerning the limitation of "no hardware" and the 
position taken by the examiner that it is new matter was never even addressed. The 
statement by applicant do not even relate to the reasons the claims were rejected. 
Now, the language in question has changed a little, but is still considered to be new 
matter. 

With respect to the argument that Klein does not disclose a geo fencing means to 
monitor the use of the vehicle with no hardware at the designated area, what about the 
GPS system that is disclosed by Klein and that the examiner has referenced in the 
rejection? Applicant not addressed the fact that the geo fencing means is disclosed as 
being GPS in the instant specification, and Klein discloses the use of GPS to monitor 
the vehicles. The argument is non-persuasive. Applicant has not addressed the 
position taken by the examiner in the rejection itself. An argument that the feature is not 
taught without addressing the position of the examiner is of little value. The limitation of 
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no hardware is considered to be new matter and applicant has provided no showing of 
where support comes from for the claimed limitation. 

With respect to the argument that Klein does not disclose a computing means 
that is responsive to intended use and past vehicle usage in determining if a vehicle is 
available, the examiner disagrees. Klein is disclosed as determining vehicle availability 
and this is necessarily based on the user's intended use (when do you need the car, 
what kind of car, and where are you going), and past vehicle usage in the sense that if 
the vehicle you want is not at the location you want to rent from, you may not be able to 
rent it. In this sense the availability would be made based on these factors. Klein 
discloses a computing means because computer D handles the availability function that 
is claimed. The argument is non-persuasive. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dennis Ruhl whose telephone number is 571-272-6808. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on 571-272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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